Introduction. Regions can gain a competitive advantage in different ways, among others by making rational use of their resources in creating regional tourism products. Among these resources, what is of major importance, apart from having natural and cultural resources, is the tourist accommodation offered, which not only makes it possible to increase tourist traffic in the region but can also give it a competitive advantage over other regions. The accommodation and the tourist traffic recorded there can serve as indicators of the level of the development of the tourism function of a region and its dynamics. The aim of the current study is to determine, describe, and analyse the nature of the changes in the tourism function of all sixteen provinces in Poland. Material and methods. The study used indices based on the size and type of the accommodation and the volume of tourist traffic. Statistical data for the years 2000-2015 concerning the size of the tourist accommodation as well as the types of facilities and their occupancy by tourists were obtained from the official publications of the Polish central statistical office. The tourism function indices for Poland and particular provinces were calculated based on data for 2000 and 2015. The results obtained made it possible to identify trends in the increases or decreases in the tourist accommodation capacity and tourist traffic in the facilities and to estimate the changes in the tourism function based on this analysis. Conclusions. The data that were collected and processed made it possible to determine the regional structure of the tourist accommodation offered as well as the level of its occupancy. In general, the largest concentration of tourist accommodation was found in regions of high natural and cultural value (the Zachodniopomorskie, Pomorskie, Małopolskie, and Dolnośląskie Provinces). According to the values of the tourism function indices, the following provinces were in the most favourable situation: Zachodniopomorskie, Małopolskie, and Pomorskie (with a Schneider index exceeding 100 and a Charvat index exceeding 300). A relatively high level of the development of the tourism function was also noted for the Dolnośląskie Province (with the aforementioned indices exceeding the values of 90 and approximately 250, respectively). The four provinces listed above also distinguished themselves when it comes to the values of the Defert index (above 100), that is the number of tourists relative to the surface. The provinces whose tourism function was the least developed were the Opolskie and Lubelskie Provinces (with a Schneider index below 80, a Charvat index below 80, and a Defert index below 30).
Introduction
In contemporary models of socio-economic development, competition is regarded as a driver of the economy. Competitiveness became particularly important in tourism in the second half of the 20th century owing to better social-spatial mobility and the increased economic role of tourism-related expenses in regions visited by tourists, which are most often conceptualised as systems (administrative division units, such as cities and regions) functioning in particular geographical areas [1, 2, 3, 4] . For administrative division units, the tourism function is treated as an objective measure of the space where there is tourist activity and where tourism-related infrastructure of various size has been created [5] . Owing to the fact that the space is used simultaneously by tourists and economic entities operating in a given area, particular areas can be regarded as having individual tourism functions [6] .
Many authors have endeavoured to define and measure the tourism function. Scholars from different disciplines often treat it as one of the most important factors determining functional changes in urban and rural areas. The literature offers many definitions of the tourism function, and some authors make a distinction between a geographical and economic perspective [7] .
Taking a geographical point of view, Matczak [8] defines the tourism function as the entire socio-economic activity in a certain area oriented towards providing services to tourists, thanks to which particular types of their needs can be satisfied. The issue of analysing the level of the development of the tourism function in different spatial entities has been addressed, among others, by Fischbach [9] , Derek [10] , Pytel [11] , Gołembski (ed.) [12] , Więcław-Michniewska [13] , Szromek [14] , Durydiwka [15, 16] , and Piotrowski [17] . The methods typically used in such research are index methods. These were applied, among others, by Warszyńska [18] , Chudy-Hyski [19] , Żek [20] , Krukowska [21] , Pytel [11] , Majewska [22] , Spychała and Graja-Zwolińska [23] , Szromek [14] , as well as Kiniorska and Partyka [7] .
If the tourism function is understood as the role played by a given area in a larger spatial entity [23] , each administrative division unit of a country (including provinces) can be characterised with respect to the level of the development of this function and its changes over time [22] .
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The aim of the current study is to determine, describe, and analyse the nature of the changes in the tourism function of all sixteen provinces in Poland. This function is used to evaluate the level of the competitiveness of the provinces.
Material and methods
In order to determine the current state as well as the dynamics and direction of the changes in the tourism function of the provinces, we used index methods, including three supply indices and three demand indices (Tab. 1). The supply indices used in the study, which were related to infrastructure, were the tourist accommodation density index, the tourist accommodation development index, and the Baretje-Defert index. The demand indices, measuring the volume of tourist traffic, were the Defert index, the Schneider index, and the Charvat index (Tab. 1). Szromek [14] .
The indices listed above are commonly used in studies which address issues related to the tourism function. In the current study, the indicators of the tourism function were calculated based on data recorded by the Polish central statistical office (Statistics Poland, GUS), in the years 2000 and 2015.
Based on the results obtained and on the criteria adopted, we ranked the sixteen provinces in Poland according to how dynamic the changes in their tourism function were.
Results

Concentration of tourist accommodation in Poland
Accommodation is an element of the tourism infrastructure, which, in principle, is used only by tourists and whose size and state have a direct influence on the development of tourism in the local area [8] . Along with the tourism-related values and attractions, it is a basis for creating the tourism product of a given area that is a tourist destination [26] . It is also an important factor for economic competitiveness [2] .
According to the data of the central statistical office in Poland (Statistics Poland, GUS), towards the end of 2015, there were 10,024 tourist accommodation facilities in Poland, offering 710,274 beds (Tab. 2). The tourist accommodation was not evenly distributed ( Fig. 1) In order to investigate variations in the concentration of tourist accommodation in terms of the beds offered to tourists, the number of guest beds per 100 inhabitants (Baretje-Defert index) and per 1 km 2 (tourist accommodation density index) were calculated for each of the provinces. The results of these calculations are shown in Table 3 and Figures 2 and 3 .
The Baretje-Defert index, which takes into account the number of inhabitants, showed that in 2015, there was a sevenfold difference between the extreme values found for the provinces (the Zachodniopomorskie Province had 7.1 guest beds while the Mazowieckie, Łódzkie, and Opolskie Provinces had approximately 1 guest bed per 100 inhabitants). The values for eleven provinces did not match the national average, which was 1.8 guest beds per 100 inhabitants (Tab. 3, Fig. 2 ). More variation was found in the concentration of tourist accommodation with respect to the surface of the provinces. There was an approximately 8.6-fold difference between extreme values (the Małopolskie Province had 6 guest beds per 1 km 2 , and the Podlaskie Province had 0.7 bed per 1 km 2 ). This measure also showed that 11 provinces had figures below the average one for Poland (2.3 beds per 1 km 2 ). The values for two provinces (the Podlaskie and Lubelskie Provinces) were not even equal to half the national average (Tab. 2).
An analysis of the changes in the tourist accommodation in Poland in the years 2000-2015 (Tab. 2) showed that there was a tendency for growth both in terms of the number of facilities and of guest beds. According to the data of the Polish central statistical office, in 2015, the number of facilities in Poland had risen by 16.2% with respect to that in 2000. The dynamics of the growth in the number of guest beds was considerably smaller, and it amounted to 6.3% in the analogous period. Since the year 2000, the proportion of beds available throughout the entire year exceeded 50% of all beds available.
In 2015, as many 69.0% guest beds were available the whole year.
The changes occurring in tourist accommodation are evidence of shifts in the tourism function of the regions examined. The dynamics of the changes in the tourist accommodation in Poland and in particular provinces is reflected in the values of the Baretje-Defert index and the tourist accommodation density index (Tab. 3, Fig. 3 ). As shown in Table 3 , over the 15 years analysed (2000) (2001) (2002) (2003) (2004) (2005) (2006) (2007) (2008) (2009) (2010) (2011) (2012) (2013) (2014) (2015) , the Baretje-Defert index for Poland increased by 6.9%. Growth was also recorded for 8 provinces. This growth varied, and its size was as follows: small in the Śląskie (1.4%) and Łódzkie (3.3%) Provinces; considerable in the Dolnośląskie (13.1%), Podkarpackie (28.6%), and Małopolskie (30.1%) Provinces; and the greatest in the Mazowieckie (41.5%), Opolskie (59.3%), and Świętokrzyskie (73%) Provinces (Tab. 3, Fig. 3 ). The values of this index fell in the remaining provinces to the following extent: below 5% in the Pomorskie (0.4%), Wielkopolskie (3.1%), and Kujawsko-Pomorskie (4.2%) Provinces; from 5 to 10% in the Lubuskie (5.7%) and Lubelskie (6.4%) Provinces; and above 10% in the Podlaskie (14.4%) and Warmińsko-Mazurskie (16.5%) Provinces (Tab. 3, Fig. 3 ).
The tourist accommodation density index also indicated variation in the changes and their dynamics (Tab. 3, Fig. 3 ). In the period analysed (2000) (2001) (2002) (2003) (2004) (2005) (2006) (2007) (2008) (2009) (2010) (2011) (2012) (2013) (2014) (2015) , the index for Poland grew by 6.1%. In nine provinces, growth was found in the value of this indicator, which was small (up to 10%) in the Wielkopolskie, Pomorskie, Śląskie, and Dolnośląskie Provinces; considerable (approximately 30-35%) in the Podkarpackie and Małopolskie Provinces; and large (above 45%) in the Opolskie, Mazowieckie, and Świętokrzyskie Provinces. In the remaining provinces, a decrease was found, amounting to below 5% in the Łódzkie and Podkarpackie Provinces; 5-10% in the Lubuskie and Zachodniopomorskie Provinces; and above 10% in the Lubelskie, Podlaskie, and Warmińsko-Mazurskie Provinces.
The figures presented above were primarily affected by changes in guest bed capacity. In the period analysed (2000) (2001) (2002) (2003) (2004) (2005) (2006) (2007) (2008) (2009) (2010) (2011) (2012) (2013) (2014) (2015) , the number of guest beds grew in nine provinces. The growth observed amounted to approximately 5% in the Wielkopolskie and Pomorskie Provinces, approximately 10% in the Śląskie and Dolnośląskie Provinces, and from above 20% to 50% in the Podkarpackie, Małopolskie, Opolskie, and Mazowieckie Provinces. The changes were the most dynamic in the Świętokrzyskie Province (63.6%). In the remaining seven provinces, a decrease in tourist accommodation capacity was found, amounting to less than 5% in the Łódzkie and KujawskoPomorskie Provinces; from 5% to 10% in the Lubuskie, Zachodniopomorskie, and Lubelskie Provinces; and above 10% in the Podlaskie and Warmińsko-Mazurskie Provinces.
It is worth emphasising the growth found for the Świętokrzyskie Province, whose accommodation capacity increased significantly. Compared to the remaining provinces, it also had the most dynamic increase in the number of tourist accommodation facilities and guest beds (3.8-and 4.2-fold, respectively). It can be surmised that the rate of the development of the tourist accommodation in the Świętokrzyskie Province was due to the dynamic growth of business tourism (connected with the Targi Kielce Exhibition and Congress Centre), which, along with cultural tourism (related to Baltic culture) and health tourism (related to the Busko-Zdrój health resort), generated a considerable proportion of the tourist traffic [27] .
The changes found clearly varied depending on the region. Taking into account all the types of guest beds, the provinces could be divided into the following three groups: provinces where in the years 2000-2015 the growth was more considerable than the national average growth (the Świętokrzyskie, Mazowieckie, Opolskie, Małopolskie, Podkarpackie, Dolnośląskie, and Śląskie Provinces), those where it was smaller than the national average (the Pomorskie and Wielkopolskie Provinces), and those where the number of guest beds dropped (the Łódzkie, KujawskoPomorskie, Lubuskie, Zachodniopomorskie, Lubelskie, Podlaskie, and Warmińsko-Mazurskie Provinces).
The changes in the structure of tourist accommodation had to do with the transformation of the Polish economy [28] . These changes consisted in an increase in the share of some types of accommodation facilities and a decrease in the proportion of other types, which was mostly related to the process of adaptation to the market economy. What was also relevant in this respect was the changes in the preferred forms of tourism and leisure activities. For this reason, the number of beds available in certain types of facilities grew in a dynamic manner and decreased in others.
The facilities whose share had grown the most radically were hotel facilities, and those whose number fell the most sharply were low-standard accommodation facilities.
In 2015, low-standard facilities included, among others, holiday resorts (1,027 facilities), youth hostels (322), campsites (309), and travel lodges (44). In total, in 2015, there were 1,702 facilities of this type (constituting approximately 17% of registered tourist accommodation), which offered 177,873 beds (accounting for 25.0% of all registered guest beds). This figure was almost twice as small as in 2000, when there were 3,222 facilities offering 305,498 beds (that is 37.4% and 45.7% of all facilities and beds registered, respectively).
In the period from 2000 to 2015, the most dynamic growth (an approximately 2.5-fold increase) was observed in the number of beds in hotel facilities (hotels, motels, and guest houses), whereas in 2000, hotel facilities accounted for 18.0% of tourist accommodation, and in 2015, for more than twice as much, that is 42.5 %. The absolute figures for 2000 and 2015 were 120,280 and 301,555 guest beds, respectively (Tab. 2). In 15 provinces (that is all provinces apart from the Zachodniopomorskie Province), guest beds in hotel facilities had the greatest share in tourist accommodation; extreme values were found for the Mazowieckie (76.6%) and Pomorskie (25.7%) Provinces (Tab. 2).
The Baretje-Defert and tourist accommodation density indices calculated for the hotel facilities in particular provinces (Tab. 3) indicated that the extreme values of the concentration of guest beds with respect to the number of inhabitants differed only 3.5-fold (these were 1.4 for the Zachodniopomorskie Province and 0.4 for the Lubelskie and Opolskie Provinces), and the extreme values with respect to the surface differed as considerably as 9.5-fold (with values of 2.8 for the Małopolskie Province and 0.3 for the Lubelskie and Podlaskie Provinces).
Looking at the changes in guest bed capacity in the years 2000-2015, growth was observed in all of the provinces (Tab. 2). The average increase was 2.5-fold. The most dynamic growth was found in the Świętokrzyskie (4.2-fold) and Zachodniopomorskie (3.2-fold) Provinces. The provinces that had the most favourable results in this respect were the Łódzkie and Kujawsko-Pomorskie Provinces, where a relatively low decrease in the overall number of guest beds was accompanied by a relatively high increase in hotel beds (2.9 and 2.8-fold, respectively). On the other hand, the situation in the Warmińsko-Mazurskie Province was not favourable, since there was a considerable decrease in the total number of guest beds, with the lowest dynamics of growth in hotel beds in Poland (1.9-fold).
The growth in hotel facilities is a very positive phenomenon. In the period examined, the number of hotel facilities rose from 1,449 to 3,723 (a 2.6-fold increase, by 157%). As far as particular regions are concerned, in the years 2000-2015, the greatest dynamics of growth in hotel facilities was found for the Świętokrzyskie (3.8-fold) and Mazowieckie (3.5-fold) Provinces, and the lowest one was observed for the Warmińsko-Mazurskie Province (1.8-fold).
Occupancy of tourist accommodation
The next measure reflecting the changes in the tourism function is the volume of tourist traffic, which can be determined based on the number of tourists making use of the accommodation available.
In 2015, approximately 26.9 million guests were registered, and there were approximately 71.2 million overnight stays (Tab. 4). The distribution of the tourist traffic varied across the country (Fig. 4) . It was the most heavily concentrated in the Mazowieckie and Małopolskie Provinces. In 2015, hotel facilities were used by a total of 4.1 million persons (in total, hotel guests accounted for approximately 30.4% of all guests who booked accommodation in Poland). Approximately 2.5 million guests were registered in 2015 in the Dolnośląskie, Pomorskie, and Zachodniopomorskie Provinces. The five provinces mentioned above, which offered 59.4% of the total number of guest beds, received 58% of all guests recorded by the Polish central statistical office in 2015.
The same five provinces stood out in terms of the number of overnight stays offered (the Zachodniopomorskie, Małopolskie, Pomorskie, Mazowieckie, and Dolnośląskie Provinces). In total, they offered 45 million overnight stays, that is 63.2% of all stays in Poland.
The average length of stay in the registered hotel facilities in Poland in 2015 was 2.6 days (Tab. 4). In particular provinces, there was relatively large variation in the average time spent at the accommodation by the guests. The longest average length of stay (5.2 days) was found for the Zachodniopomorskie Province, and a relatively long one (lasting more than 3 days) was observed for the Kujawsko-Pomorskie and Pomorskie Provinces. The guests stayed the shortest time (1.7-1.8 days) in the Mazowieckie, Łódzkie, and Wielkopolskie Provinces (Tab. 4).
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A very important role in providing tourist accommodation was played by hotel facilities; they offered 38.8 million overnight stays, which accounted for 54.5% of all overnight stays in Poland (Tab. 4 ).
An analysis of the dynamics of the development of the tourist traffic in Poland over the years 2000-2015 shows that there was a growing trend both in the number of persons using the accommodation and the number of overnight stays (Tab. 4).
According to the data of the Polish central statistical office, by 2015, the number of persons who used the accommodation (26.9 million) had grown by 84.2 % compared to the year 2000 (14.6 million). This number increased the most in the Mazo-Mazowieckie and Łódzkie Provinces (by about 150%) and the least in the Lubuskie Province (28%).
The rate of the growth of the number of overnight stays booked in the analogous period was almost twice lower and amounted to 45.1 %. In absolute numbers, in 2000 and 2015, these figures were 49.1 million and 71.2 million (Tab. 4), respectively, and the greatest, almost two-fold growth was found in the Mazowieckie and Świętokrzyskie Provinces.
During the period analysed (2000-2015) , the length of stay at the accommodation facilities changed as well (Tab. 4). In the entire country, the guests' stays became shorter from nearly 3.5 days in 2000 to approximately 2.5 days in 2015. In 14 provinces (all apart from the Świętokrzyskie and Podkarpackie Provinces), there was a similar trend consisting in the stays becoming shorter. This phenomenon confirms the national trend, which, in turn, reflects the tendency for tourists to travel more often and for shorter periods of time.
The increased importance of hotel facilities in receiving tourists is a highly positive trend. In 2015, they received 20.1 million guests (74.7% of all guests registered). This was approximately 175%, that is nearly 2.7 times more than in 2000 (Tab. 4), and the greatest increase in this respect (approximately 3.6-fold) was found in the Łódzkie Province. This province had the highest tourist accommodation development index (Tab. 3).
The data examined also indicate a decrease in the interest in low-standard facilities. In the period analysed (2000-2015) , there was a drop in the number of overnight stays at travel lodg- es of 58.4 %, at holiday resorts of 34.0%, at campsites of 14.9%, and at youth hostels of 6.8%.
Degree and nature of changes in tourism function
The tourism function is generally associated with regions which are attractive for tourists for specific reasons. In such areas, tourism is one of the most important forms of social and economic activity. This activity is focused on satisfying the broadly understood cognitive and leisure-related needs of tourists visiting a given area.
The number of persons staying at the tourist accommodation and the number of overnight stays relative to the number of inhabitants were used to calculate the Schneider and Charvat indices. On the other hand, the number of persons using the accommodation with respect to the surface was used to calculate the Defert index. These indices, which measure the level of the development of the tourism function, confirmed that a process of change had occurred in the tourism function in Poland and its particular provinces. Moreover, apart from factors related to the location of the province (the environment and cultural heritage), they are among the basic tools used in the evaluation of the competitiveness of regions [2] .
In 2000, the Schneider index in Poland was 37.8, and by the year 2015, it had grown two-fold and attained the value of 70.1. This corresponds with the number of 38 and 70 tourists making use of the accommodation per 100 inhabitants (Tab. 5).
In 2015, the Schneider index was found to have values above the average for Poland (70.1) in six provinces: the Mazowieckie (76.8), Warmińsko-Mazurskie (78.8), Dolnośląskie (90.2), Pomorskie (105.7), Małopolskie (120.8), and Zachodniopomorskie (139) Provinces. In the remaining ten provinces, the values of the index were lower, and the lowest values were found for the Opolskie (33.0) and Lubelskie (37.1) Provinces (Tab. 5, Fig. 5 ).
Over 15 years (2000-2015) , the Schneider index for Poland increased by approximately 85%. In particular provinces, the increase observed varied. Growth exceeding 100% characterised the Świętokrzyskie (106.2), Mazowieckie (140.9), Opolskie (151.8), and Łódzkie (156.3) Provinces. The smallest growth was noted in the Warmińsko-Mazurskie (38.6) and Lubuskie (29.6) Provinces, with the figures amounting to 30-40% (Fig. 6) . In 2000, the Charvat index was equal to 127.0, and in 2015, it exceeded 185.3, meaning that there were approximately 127 and 185 overnight stays per 100 inhabitants (Tab. 5). In 2015, this index was above the average value in the following five provinces: the Warmińsko-Mazurskie (196.7), Dolnośląskie (235.2), Małopolskie (324.5), Pomorskie (341.5), and Zachodniopomorskie (720.9) Provinces. In the remaining eleven provinces, the values of the index were lower, and extreme values were observed for the Opolskie (73.3) and Lubelskie (80.0) Provinces (Tab. 5, Fig. 5 ).
During the 15-year period analysed, the Charvat index for Poland grew by approximately 46%. Increases exceeding 100% were found for the Mazowieckie (104.7), Opolskie (112.2), and Świętokrzyskie (121.2) Provinces, and the smallest one, no larger than 20%, was noted in the Lubuskie (11.6) and Lubelskie (19.9) Provinces (Fig. 6) .
The third index analysed, which reflects the level of the volume of tourist traffic, the Defert index, amounted to 46. Looking at the results obtained, it can be observed that the areas which were the most competitive (that had high levels of tourism function indicators) were those located in south and north Poland (Fig. 7) . They were characterised by a high level of tourist accommodation capacity (Fig. 7ABC) and tourist traffic in the accommodation (Fig. 7DEF) . The Małopolskie and Dolnośląskie as well as the Zachodniopomorskie and Pomorskie Provinces were visited the most frequently by tourists. The provinces also had well-developed tourist accommodation (Fig. 7) .
The Małopolskie and Dolnośląskie Provinces stood out in terms of their rich natural and cultural resources (Fig. 8) . In both provinces, the capital cities, that is Kraków and Wrocław, were the key assets [29] .
The Pomorskie and Zachodniopomorskie Provinces had relatively rich resources having to do with broadening tourists' knowledge about the country and particular regions, especially the Tricity (Gdańsk, Gdynia, and Sopot) metropolitan area, followed by Szczecin and Kołobrzeg. They also had large recreation potential (Fig. 8) . However, these areas had issues connected with the fact that tourist activity in the narrow area adjacent to the Baltic Sea and lake areas is seasonal [29] .
One of the leading positions among Polish provinces was also occupied by the Mazowieckie Province, which the province owed nearly exclusively to the Warsaw agglomeration, a centre for culture, art, science, business, and government. Cultural resources were particularly important in this province (Fig. 8) .
What constitutes a clearly different segment is provinces with less well developed, but, at the same time, less seasonal tourism, such as the Wielkopolskie, Łódzkie, Śląskie, Świętokrzyskie, Lubelskie, Podkarpackie, and KujawskoPomorskie Provinces. Their advantage lay in the presence of urban agglomerations (the Łódzkie and Wielkopolskie Provinces) and the combination of cultural and natural resources (the Świętokrzyskie, Lubelskie, Podkarpackie, and KujawskoPomorskie Provinces).
A special position was held by the Opolskie, Lubuskie, and Warmińsko-Mazurskie Provinces [29] . The Opolskie Province, which remained in the shadow of the Upper Silesia and Wrocław conurbations, had the smallest accommodation capacity and was visited by the lowest number of tourists. A province that had a similar feature was the Lubuskie Province, which lies near the border the Germany, on a transit route, half way between the cities of Poznań and Wrocław and Berlin. On the other hand, the Warmińsko-Mazurskie Province was for years regarded as one of the key regions for tourism. Nowadays, its position on the market is considerably worse. Not only does this province not have a strong agglomeration, but it also struggles with issues having to do with the seasonal nature of its tourist traffic to a greater extent than the Pomorskie and Zachodniopomorskie Provinces.
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Conclusions
The assessment of the tourism function of Polish provinces with respect to the situation in Poland is relative. The level of the development of this function examined on the basis of tourist accommodation capacity and the volume of tourist traffic, analysed based on the number of persons using the accommodation, varied in terms of time and space. The indices calculated made it possible to determine the competitive advantage, which stemmed from the resources and infrastructure used by tourists and the features of the competitive environment. At the same time, they reflect the capacity of a region to attract tourists and to continually develop the tourism function while being in competition with other regions. According to the results of the study, the situation is the most favourable in the Zachodniopomorskie, Pomorskie, Mazowieckie, and Małopolskie Provinces.
The Zachodniopomorskie Province, which constitutes 7.3% of the surface of Poland and is inhabited by 4.4% of the country's population, stands out from among all provinces in terms of the number of beds available to tourists registered by the Polish central statistical office (17% of the guest bed capacity in the entire country). The occupancy of the tourist accommodation puts the province the highest in the ranking. In 2015, the greatest number of overnight stays were booked there (17.3%), and, moreover, the average length of the stays at the facilities was the longest (approximately 5.2 days). It is for the Zachodniopomorskie Province that the highest values of the Schneider (139) and Charvat (721) indices were obtained. The number of tourists who made use of the accommodation relative to the number of guest beds available, that is the tourist accommodation development index, had the lowest value for this province (below 20). In terms of the types of accommodation available, the province is characterised by the smallest share of hotel facilities (19.5%) and of guest beds in hotel facilities (20.2%). The Zachodniopomorskie Province is also distinct in that it has the smallest share of guests (51.4%) and overnight stays (31.3%) in hotel facilities.
The Pomorskie Province, which accounts for 5.9% of the surface of Poland and is inhabited by 6% of the population, is characterised by the greatest capacity of the accommodation facilities among all the provinces (15.1% in 2015) . The values of the indices characterising the capacity of the guest beds give this province the second place in the ranking, after the ZachodnioZachodniopomorskie Province, when it comes to the Baretje-Defert index (4.4), and the second place, after the Małopolskie Province, in terms of the tourist accommodation density index (5.6). This rich offer of accommodation facilities is used by a relatively large number of tourists, since the province is 4th in the ranking with respect to the number of persons using the accommodation, with a share of 9.1%. The value of the tourist accommodation development index, similarly as is the case with the ZachodnioZachodniopomorskie Province, is among the lowest ones (24.0). Together Pol. J. Sport Tourism 2018, 25, [32] [33] [34] [35] [36] [37] [38] [39] [40] [41] [42] [43] with the Zachodniopomorskie Province, the Pomorskie Province has the lowest position in the ranking in terms of the share of accommodation facilities and that of guest beds in hotel facilities, with values amounting to 21.1% and 25.7%, respectively, as well as the share of persons using this type of accommodation (64.6%). Taking into account its share of overnight stays in hotel facilities (43.5%), the Pomorskie Province only has a higher figure than the Zachodniopomorskie (31.3%) and KujawskoPomorskie (36.7%) Provinces. The Mazowieckie Province, which is the largest province in Poland (occupying 11.4% of its surface) has the greatest population (13.9%). It stands out from the provinces in terms of the greatest concentration of tourist traffic. In 2015, the greatest percentage of persons making use of hotel facilities was found in this province (15.2%). It also leads the ranking with respect to the number of overnight stays offered: it occupies the 4th place, with a share of 9.9%, after the Zachodniopomorskie, Małopolskie, and Pomorskie Provinces. The tourist accommodation development index, which is the number of tourists making use of the accommodation relative to the number of guest beds, attained a value of 83.9, which was the highest value in the country. At the same time, the Mazowieckie Province is distinct in terms of having the shortest average length of stay at the accommodation (1.7 days). The data from 2000 and 2015 indicate that the province is characterised by the most dynamic change in the number of guests using the accommodation (an increase of 154.1%) and of overnight stays (by 115.8%). Moreover, it stands out in terms of the share of hotel facilities in the accommodation capacity (63.4%) and the highest share of guest beds in hotel facilities (76.6%). The Mazowieckie Province has the largest share of guests staying at hotel facilities (91.1%) and the highest proportion (87.0%) of overnight stays at those facilities.
The Małopolskie Province, which has a surface constituting 4.9% of that of Poland and is inhabited by 8.8% of the country's population, is characterised by a relatively large share of accommodation facilities and guest beds, after the provinces located near the Baltic Sea. In terms of the number of facilities (14.4% of the capacity of the country), it is second in the ranking, following the Pomorskie Province, and with respect to the number of guest beds offered (12.7%), it occupies the third place, after the Zachodniopomorskie and Pomorskie Provinces. Its large potential in this respect is reflected in the tourist accommodation density index (6.0, which was the highest value observed) and the Baretje-Defert index (2.7). In terms of the number of guests using the accommodation, the Małopolskie Province (with a share of 15.1%) is second only to the Mazo-Mazowieckie Province (15.2%), but the difference between the two is minimal. This region also holds a high place in the ranking with regard to the number of overnight stays (15.4%, which gives it second place after the Zachodniopomorskie Province). The numerical values of the indices which give the province a high position in the ranking -that is a Defert index of 268.4 (1st place in the ranking), a Schneider index of 120.8 (2nd position), and a Charvat index of 324.5 (3rd position) -reflect the high volume of tourist traffic in this area. According to the results of the study, the provinces which have the lowest accommodation capacity are the Lubelskie and Opolskie Provinces. The values of the indices calculated for these provinces typically put them in the bottom part of the ranking. The second-to-last province in the ranking is the Lubelskie Province, which occupies 8.0% of the surface of the country and is inhabited by 5.6% of the population. In the case of the values of as many as five indicators -the Baretje-Defert index, the tourist accommodation density index, as well as the Schneider, Charvat, and Defert indices -the region has scores clearly below the average values for the whole country. It is only for the tourist accommodation development index that the value for this province (36.4) is similar to the national average (37.9).
The least favourable results with respect to the development of the tourism function were recorded for the Opolskie Province, which is the smallest province in the country (occupying 3% of its surface) and has the smallest number of inhabitants (2.5%). This province has only a 1.7% share in the accommodation capacity of the facilities in Poland, a 1.3% share in the capacity of guest beds, a 1.2% share in the number of guests, and a 1.0% share in the number of overnight stays. The lowest values of the following indices in the country were recorded for this province: the Baretje-Defert (0.9), Schneider (33.0), Charvat (73.3), and Defert (35.0) indices. Similarly as was the case with the Lubelskie Province, only the tourist accommodation development index, calculated as the number of persons using the accommodation relative to the number of guest beds, had a value similar to the national average (35.0).
To sum up, competitiveness is the capacity of fulfil one's aims on a competitive market by attracting a particular group of tourists/clients. In Poland, a greater level of the development of the tourism function characterises regions of high natural and cultural value; this value, however, is not always sufficient for ensuring a high concentration of tourist accommodation and traffic.
At the same time, it should be borne in mind that provinces are such large units that in diagnosing, representing, and analysing the dynamics and directions of the changes in the tourism function, we have had to make broad generalisations. Tourism has a tendency to concentrate in smaller units, such as cities, communes, and, more rarely, districts. The analyses conducted in the current study can serve as a point of departure for further, detailed studies covering smaller administrative units.
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